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aBsTracT: Fossil teeth of the genus Megachasma Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 1983 are recorded for the first time 
in Europe. Isolated teeth have been recovered from the transgressive layer at the base of the Belgian Pliocene, extending 
the known paleogeographic range of this genus. These teeth are compared with fossil specimens from Greece, Chile, USA 
and extant specimens. The Belgian teeth seem to fit well in the gap between the early Miocene teeth from California and 
those of the extant taxon Megachasma pelagios Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 1983; while the megamouth teeth found 
in Late Miocene to Early Pliocene sediments worldwide (Chile, North Carolina, Florida, and Greece) appear to be giant 
versions of modern teeth. 
Juvenile teeth of modern Megachasma pelagios are illustrated for the first time, showing a distinct ontogenetic variation 
in the roots and crown surface. 
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1. introduction
For the last 30 years, the Antwerp harbour in northwest 
Belgium has rapidly expanded, exposing on many 
occasions the basal gravel of the Kattendijk Formation 
(early Pliocene, Zanclean), famous for its richness in 
elasmobranch remains (Le Hon, 1871; Leriche, 1926; 
Herman et al., 1974; Herman, 1979; Nolf, 1988). During 
the last decades, similar temporary deposits have been 
intensively sampled; however, megachasmid teeth were 
never reported. Only during excavation of the 
Deurganckdok in Antwerp, teeth of Megachasma were 
recognised for the first time (Fig. 5; Plates 1-7), extending 
the known paleogeographic range of this taxon. Another 
single tooth from the Miocene of Crete (Fig. 7) was 
incorrectly identified as a Hexanchus symphyseal (Keupp 
& Bellas, 2002). This brings the total of European records 
to only two localities. 
From North America, Megachasma sp. has been 
described from the Neogene of the Lee Creek Mine, North 
Carolina (Purdy et al., 2001) and very recently 
Megachasma comanchensis from the Cenomanian of 
Colorado (Shimada, 2007). Megachasmid teeth have also 
been reported from the Late Oligocene or Early Miocene 
of southern California and central Oregon (Phillips et al., 
1976). In South America, Megachasma teeth have been 
found in Chile (Walsh, 2001) and Mexico (González-
Barba & Thies, 2000). Modern Megachasma pelagios 
was only discovered in 1976 and described by Taylor, 
Compagno & Struhsaker (1983). Additional important 
papers have been written about the biology of this unusual 
species (e.g. Compagno, 1990; Herman et al., 1993; 
Yabumoto et al., 1997; White et al., 2004). To this date, 
only a very limited number of these wide-ranging sharks 
has been observed.
2. Locality and stratigraphy
The majority of the Megachasma teeth were collected 
between 2001 and 2005 in the Deurganckdok, Doel, 
Antwerp Harbour, located on the left bank of the river 
Scheldt (Fig. 1).
Miocene and Pliocene deposits are restricted to the 
northern part of the country and were deposited in a 
shallow marine environment along the southern margin of 
the North Sea Basin (Laga et al., 2001; De Schepper et 
al., 2004). Only the early Pliocene Kattendijk Formation 
was deposited in deeper water (Marquet, 2004). Due to 
this perimarine environment, the Miocene deposits in 
Belgium are discontinuous (e.g. Louwye et al., 2000). In 
the Antwerp area, the Miocene is divided into the Berchem 
Formation (Edegem Sand Member, Kiel Sand Member 
and Antwerpen Sand Member) and Diest Formation 
(Deurne Sand Member) (De Meuter & Laga, 1976; Laga 
et al., 2001). An early Burdigalian to Serravallian age is 
attributed to the Berchem Formation (Louwye & Laga, 
2007) and a Tortonian age to the Diest Formation (Louwye, 
2002). The Edegem Sand Member is unconformably 
overlying the early Oligocene (Rupelian) Boom Formation. 
The hiatus of about 10 Ma between these two units is 
related to the late Oligocene tectonic uplift which affected 
northern Belgium (Vandenberghe et al., 1998; Louwye et 
al., 2000). 
Some general remarks can be made about the presence 
of selachian associations in the Miocene of the Antwerp 
area. In contrast with the Pliocene, these have never been 
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extensively sampled; especially the smaller teeth were 
disregarded (Leriche, 1926). Only a very limited number 
of shark teeth was found in the Late Miocene Deurne 
Sand Member (Bosselaers et al., 2004). Although the 
Middle Miocene Antwerpen Sand Member has been 
known for 200 years (Herman & Marquet, 2007), the 
genus Megachasma was never reported from these sands. 
In the area, the Early Miocene Kiel Sand Member appears 
to contain almost no fossils (De Meuter & Laga, 1976; 
Louwye et al., 2000); only few selachian teeth are reported 
from this level (de Ceuster, 1987). The Early Miocene 
Edegem Sand Member contains shark teeth (De Meuter & 
Laga, 1976; Reinecke & Hoedemakers, 2006), present in 
private collections, but also this faunal assemblage has 
never been published. 
The Kattendijk Formation was introduced by de 
Heinzelin (1955) as the lowermost part of the Pliocene in 
the Antwerp area. A type locality is only vaguely defined 
(surroundings of the Kattendijkdok, Amerikadok and 
Lefèbvredok). Type section is the outcrop of the 
Verbindingsdok (see De Meuter & Laga, 1976:137). 
Vandenberghe et al. (1998) and Louwye et al. (2004) 
dated it as early Zanclean. Based on dinoflagellate cysts, 
the age of the Kattendijk Formation is about 5.0 Ma and 
4.7-4.4 Ma (Louwye et al., 2004). The Kattendijk 
Formation consists mainly of glauconitic sands, scattered 
or concentrated shells, with a gravel at its base (De Meuter 
& Laga, 1976) (Fig. 2). 
The major transgression at the beginning of the 
Pliocene (Van Vliet-Lanoë et al., 2002) partially or even 
figure 1. Map of the Antwerp harbour with the Deurganckdok 
(1) and Doeldok (2).(Redrawn after Herman & Marquet, 2007)
figure 2. Detail of the gravel 
at the base of the Kattendijk 
Formation - in situ. (Picture: 
J. Herman - 2000)
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completely eroded the Miocene sediments in the Antwerp 
area. Marine vertebrate remains, sandstones and 
phosphatic concretions combined with the black-green, 
glauconitic sand, formed the basal gravel of the Kattendijk 
Formation. As the regional reduction of the Miocene 
sediments was not uniform, the fossil content of this 
gravel and its preservation may vary greatly. In the 
Deurganckdok, the basal gravel of the Kattendijk 
Formation (Fig. 2) was at a depth of -19m75 DNG/TWA 
(Herman & Marquet, 2007) and located on top of the 
Edegem Sand Member of the Berchem Formation (early 
Burdigalian, Early Miocene), or immediately on the 
abraded top of the Oligocene (without intermediate 
Miocene). Locally the Edegem Sand Member was covered 
or incised by the Burdigalian Kiel Sand Member; neither 
of these deposits yielded selachian remains (Herman & 
Marquet, 2007).
The fossil content of the Pliocene basal gravel indicates 
that not only Miocene material is reworked into the gravel, 
but also Oligocene and even Eocene. The latter fossils are 
usually much abraded and often unidentifiable. The 
taphonomic condition of the Megachasma teeth is mainly 
good to excellent; this would appear to exclude an Eocene 
or Oligocene origin and more strongly suggests a Miocene 
or early Pliocene age for these Belgian Megachasma 
specimens. Attempting to be more specific is a difficult 
task and highly speculative. The in situ specimen (LA01, 
Plate 7A-F) is heavily worn suggesting an age older than 
the other Megachasma specimens and/or more extensive 
transportation. Due to the nature of these localities with 
the mixing of different horizons, it is possible that more 
than one chronomorphology is present in this basal 
Pliocene gravel. An early Pliocene age for (some of) the 
Megachasma teeth might be possible as the Zanclean 
transgression (Van Vliet-Lanoë et al., 2002) was the start 
of the deposition of the Kattendijk Formation in deeper 
water. Marquet (2004), based on bivalves, estimated the 
bathymetry of the Kattendijk Formation at Doel and Kallo 
at 45 to 70m, diminishing in the successive deposits. The 
genera Somniosus, Oxynotus and Centrophorus, all meso- 
and epipelagic sharks (Compagno, 1984), are reported 
from this formation (Herman et al., 1974; pers. obs.). The 
presence of Megachasma teeth thus fits well into this 
pattern. However, this taxa was never reported from the 
early Pliocene sediments overlying the basal gravel 
(Zanclean, Kattendijk Formation). 
3. materials and methods
The progressive enlargement of the most recently dug 
harbour dock, the Deurganckdok, provided a unique 
opportunity to observe and sample in situ the basal gravel 
of the Kattendijk Formation (Fig. 2). The extracted sand 
was first dry sieved with a 10 mm mesh to eliminate 
sandstone and phosphatic concretions, and the abundant 
cetacean remains. Next, the sediment was washed and 
sieved with a 5 and 1 mm mesh. The content of the 5 mm 
sieve was examined on-site. The finer residue (<5 mm) 
was processed off-site. This process yielded several 
thousand elasmobranch teeth. This paper includes all 
seven Megachasma specimens known to have been found 
on the left bank of the Scheldt River: one tooth (LA01, 
Plate 7A-F) in situ and five other teeth in the displaced 
sand that originated from the same large excavation (Fig. 
3). The seventh specimen (IRScNB P.8263, Plate 1A-F), 
discovered in a private collection, was found in a similar 
harbour dock (Doeldok-1996) in mixed sediments 
containing the same Kattendijk basal gravel. Additional 
examples likely reside unrecognized in private 
collections.
IRScNB P.8263 (Plate 1A-F) represents a specimen with 
a damaged distal root lobe, collected ex situ at Doel 
(Doeldok) in 1996. 
Deurganckdok specimens
BG01 (Plate 2A-G) - Bert Gijsen collection, ex situ 
Deurganckdok, Doel, 2005
SP01 (Plate 3A-F) - Steven Piqueur collection, ex situ 
Deurganckdok, Doel, 2005
JJ01 (Plate 4A-F) - Johan Janssen collection, ex situ 
Deurganckdok, Doel, 2005
JJ02 (Plate 5A-E) - Johan Janssen collection, ex situ 
Deurganckdok, Doel, 2005
BD01 (Plate 6A-F) - Ben D’Haese collection, ex situ 
Deurganckdok, Doel, 2005
LA01 (Plate 7A-F) - Luc Anthonis collection, in situ 
Deurganckdok, Doel, 2002
Multiple specimens representing different locations and 
horizons from various personal and public collections 
were used for comparative purposes.
 
DS01 (Plate 8A-F) – The author’s collection, Jewett Sand, 
Pyramid Hill Sand Member, Temblor Formation, Kern 
County, California, USA; one specimen (DS02) has some 
wear on both heels and was not figured.
AS01 (Plate 8G-L) - Andreas Schenck collection, Jewett 
Sand, Pyramid Hill Sand Member, Temblor Formation, 
Kern County, California, USA
AS02 (Plate 9A-F) - Andreas Schenck collection, Jewett 
Sand, Pyramid Hill Sand Member, Temblor Formation, 
Kern County, California, USA
AS03 (Plate 9G-L) - Andreas Schenck collection, Jewett 
Sand, Pyramid Hill Sand Member, Temblor Formation, 
Kern County, California, USA
DS05 (Plate 10A-F) - the author’s collection (commercially 
acquired specimen), Bahía Inglesa Formation, Middle or 
Late Miocene, Chile.
DS06 (Plate 10G-L) - the author’s collection (commercially 
acquired specimen), Bahía Inglesa Formation, Middle or 
Late Miocene, Chile.
p.385: 20-24 (Plate 10M-Q) - Gary Grimsley collection, 
Yorktown Formation, Early Pliocene, Lee Creek, Beaufort 
County, NC, USA.
182 Pieter De SCHUtter
p.385: 15-25 (Plate 10R-V) - Gary Grimsley collection, 
Yorktown Formation, Early Pliocene, Lee Creek, Beaufort 
County, NC, USA. 
MZB12906.LLIPI.1 (Plate 11A-D) - Dirk & Maria 
Hovestadt collection, Megamouth #21, juvenile male, 
1767mm TL, Pulau Weh, Indonesia (2004).
MZB12906.LLIPI.2 (Plate 11E-H) - Dirk & Maria 
Hovestadt collection, Megamouth #21, juvenile male, 
1767mm TL, Pulau Weh, Indonesia (2004).
MZB12906.LLIPI.3 (Plate 11I-L) - Dirk & Maria 
Hovestadt collection, Megamouth #21, juvenile male, 
1767mm TL, Pulau Weh, Indonesia (2004)
LACM43745-1 (Plate 11M-R) - Dirk & Maria Hovestadt 
collection, Megamouth #2, adult male, 4488mm TL, 
California, USA (1984).
TL01 (Plate 12A-E) - Cetorhinus cf. parvus (Leriche, 
1908d) - Theo Lambrechts collection, in situ basal 
Kattendijk Formation, Early Pliocene, Deurganckdok, 
Doel
LD01 (Plate 12F-J) - Cetorhinus cf. parvus (Leriche, 
1908d) - Leo Dufraing collection, in situ Antwerpen Sand 
Member, Middle Miocene, Berchem
For additional comparison with modern Megachasma 
specimens, Herman et al. (1993) and Yabumoto et al. 
(1997) were used.
The descriptive terminology mainly follows Herman et 
al. (1993) and Cappetta (1987). The abbreviation IRScNB 
stands for ‘Institut royal des Sciences naturelles de 
Belgique’ (Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences, 
Brussels). Systematics follow Compagno (2001).
4. systematic palaeontology
Class CHONDRICHTHYES Huxley, 1880
Order LAMNIFORMES Berg, 1958
Family MEGACHASMIDAE Taylor, Compagno & 
Struhsaker, 1983
Genus MEGACHASMA Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 
1983
figure 3. Locality alongside the Deurganckdok where the extracted sand could be sampled ex situ. a. The large area in the immediate 
region of the dock. b. The exit of one of the pipes used to evacuate the extracted sand. c. Sieving underneath the pipe’s end in the 
heavier material: phosphatic nodules, molluscs, shark teeth, cetacean remains, etc. d. The sand is pushed through the pipes with a lot 
of water. (Pictures: July 2005)
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4.1 Megachasma pelagios Taylor, compagno & 
struhsaker, 1983
The Recent Megachasma pelagios is a large (5 m and 
more), meso- to epipelagic, planktonivorous, filter-feeder 
shark (Compagno, 2001), first caught in November 1976 
near Hawaii and described in July 1983 (Taylor, Compagno 
& Struhsaker, 1983). By its unusual appearance and 
oversized mouth, a new family, genus and species was 
erected. At the time of this writing, only a very limited 
number of these wide-ranging sharks had been observed; 
mainly in the Pacific, but occasionally in the Atlantic 
Ocean, at depths from 5 to 166m (Compagno, 2001). 
White et al. (2004) formally described the 21st Megachasma 
specimen (MZB12906.LLIPI, Plate 11A-L) and in May 
2007, the 39th sighting was reported (Parco, 2007). This 
shark has never been spotted in the North- or Mediterranean 
Seas. 
The modern Megachasma dentition may contain more 
than 200 weakly differentiated rows of teeth (Compagno, 
1990), showing a gradient monognathic heterodonty 
(Herman et al., 1993). In this study, a row is considered as 
a labio-lingual group of teeth, sensu Compagno, 1990; 
Herman et al., 1993. Distally from the symphysis, the 
teeth in the first five or six rows increase in size, before 
stabilizing and becoming the largest teeth in the jaw. After 
15 or 20 rows, the teeth gradually decrease in size moving 
distally (Yabumoto et al., 1997). Lower jaw teeth are 
larger than their upper counterparts, having taller and 
more elongated crowns (Yabumoto et al., 1997). In sharks, 
a row includes functional and replacement teeth; 
Megachasma has three to five functional teeth in each row 
(Yabumoto et al., 1997; White et al., 2004). The dentition 
of both jaws starts with small teeth. 
Juvenile megamouth teeth appear to be similar in 
shape to those of adults (White et al., 2004). However, the 
specimens MZB12906.LLIPI.1-3 (Plate 11A-L) possess a 
finely ornamented labial crown face (magn. 20x), a sharp 
cutting edge reaching from 1/3 of the crown length to 
almost the crown’s base and a much reduced root, covered 
by many foramina. These juvenile specimens superficially 
resemble (juvenile) teeth of Cetorhinus maximus 
(Gunnerus, 1765). Additionally, the microscopic 
Oligocene-Miocene Cetorhinus-like teeth (TL01, Plate 
12A-E; LD01, Plate 12F-J), traditionally attributed to 
Cetorhinus parvus (Leriche, 1908), are closer to the 
megamouth tooth design.
4.2 Fossil megachasmid teeth 
4.2.1 Overview
The Megamouth fossil history is difficult to reconstruct 
since fossil finds are both rare and, with possibly one 
exception, represented only by isolated teeth. The 
published fossil record is very poor. From Cenozoic 
horizons, Megachasma sp. has been described from the 
Lee Creek Mine in North Carolina, USA (Purdy et al., 
2001:105) and very recently Megachasma comanchensis 
from the Mesozoic of Colorado, USA (Shimada, 2007). 
Late Oligocene or Early Miocene megachasmid teeth 
(Fig. 6; pls. 8-9) are reported from Southern California 
(Kern County; Temblor Formation, Pyramid Hill Sand 
Member) and central Oregon (Nye Mudstone and the 
upper part of the Yaquina Formation) (Phillips et al., 
1976; Compagno, 1990). Megachasma teeth have also 
been reported from the Neogene of Chile (Walsh, 2001). 
Identical teeth to those from Chile and North Carolina 
have been found in the Neogene of Fernandina Beach in 
northeast Florida (Gordon Hubbell -- pers. comm. 2007). 
The megachasmid teeth from California (USA), Florida 
(USA) and Chile are not yet formally described. 
Megachasma sp. was reported by González-Barba & 
Thies (2000) from the Miocene of Baja California, 
Mexico, where a single specimen was found in Langhian 
sediments (González-Barba -- pers. comm. 2007).
4.2.2 Megachasma sp. - Belgium 
Description
The largest megamouth teeth recovered from the Pliocene 
basal gravel measure 10 mm (Table 1), while the smallest 
tooth measures 6 mm in length (JJ02, Plate 5A-E). There 
figure 4. Measurements.
Specimen Length Width Depth Height
IRScNB P.8263 6.5 5 4 5
BD01 9 6 5.5 5.5
JJ01 10 7 6.5 8
BG01 10 10 7.5 7
JJ02 6 4.5 3 3.5
LA01 6.5 4 4.5 3
SP01 8 7.5 5 6.5
DS01 8 11 5.5 5
DS02 8 7 6 5
AS01 6 7 5 3
AS02 6 6 4 4
AS03 6 6.5 5 4
Table 1. Megachasma sp. - measurements (in mm)
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are not enough specimens to differentiate upper and lower 
teeth, but the morphology of the latter compares well with 
an upper medio-lateral tooth (row 21) of an extant female 
(Megamouth #7) figured in Yabumoto et al. (1997:65, fig. 
3e). One specimen (BG01, Plate 2A-G) measures 10 x10 
mm (length x width). As the largest lower tooth found on 
a 4.71 m extant female adult megamouth measures 8.5 
mm in length, and the largest upper 6.5 mm (Yabumoto et 
al., 1997), these are visibly smaller than most teeth found 
at the basal Pliocene in Belgium. Compagno (1990: 367) 
notes a length of less than 6 mm in adults. The teeth of a 
stranded 1.77 m juvenile, male megamouth only measure 
around 2 mm (MZB12906.LLIPI.1-3, Plate 11A-L; White 
et al., 2004). 
All teeth have a lingually directed crown, giving them 
a hooked appearance. The lingual crown face is strongly 
convex and completely smooth. The labial crown face is 
convex and generally smooth, but occasionally, short, 
vertical basal ridges can be observed, sometimes visible 
with the naked eye (JJ01, Plate 4B). Herman et al. 
(1993:195) noted the presence of such labio-basal ridges 
(or costules) on modern lateral and posterior teeth. The 
tooth’s crown base is encircled by a poorly visible dental 
band (e.g. SP01, Plate 3D), as observed on teeth of the 
extant species Megachasma pelagios (Taylor et al., 1983; 
Yabumoto et al., 1997). Most teeth bear at least a single 
(marginal) lateral cusplet. The root is massive and porous 
with a strong lingual protuberance and a large central 
foramen. In basal view, the attachment surface of the root 
is more or less triangular (Yabumoto et al., 1997) or, more 
appropriate, D-shaped (Jim Bourdon -- pers. comm. 2007) 
(e.g. BD01, Plate 6E). Most Belgian teeth possess a small 
to medium nutrient groove, extending from the lingual 
root face to a maximum of halfway to the labial face.
 
Morphological comparison between the fossil specimens 
from Belgium, California (USA) and extant teeth
Overall the Belgian specimens fit well between the 
undescribed, Early Miocene specimens from California 
(Aquitanian, Temblor Formation, Pyramid Hill Sand 
Member) and those of the extant taxon Megachasma 
pelagios (Table 2).
Comparing the Californian teeth with teeth of the 
extant species, Compagno (1990) differentiated the 
Californian specimens as having a lower crown, stronger 
labial root lobes and tiny cusplets. Based on the 
observations of the Californian, Belgian and extant teeth, 
cusplets become less significant and there is a tendency 
towards shorter root lobes (Table 2). Most Californian 
teeth in the small sample possess a pair of tiny cusplets 
and two teeth are devoid of cusplets. Some Belgian 
specimens (IRScNB P.8263, Plate 1A-F; BG01, Plate 2A-
G) have a well-marked cusplet on each side of the crown; 
other teeth (JJ01, Plate 4A-F; JJ02, Plate 5A-E) only 
possess a marginal cusplet on one side, or only a bulge 
(SP01, Plate 3A-F; BD01, Plate 6A-F). Modern 
Megachasma teeth very occasionally show cusplets 
(Herman et al., 1993: Plate 45-48, fig. p - male lower 
tooth); on the contrary, the dentition of a female 
megamouth (Yabumoto et al., 1997) doesn’t seem to 
include any teeth with cusplets. 
While the specimens BG01 (Plate 2A-G) and LA01 
(Plate 7A-F) have a labially extended distal and mesial 
root lobe, similar to the specimens of California, most 
Belgian teeth have root lobes similar to those observed on 
extant teeth -- not or only slightly labially extended. The 
nutrient groove seems to be less significant on the Belgian 
specimens, and almost disappears in teeth of the extant 
taxon Megachasma pelagios. Usually modern 
Megachasma teeth tend to lack a distinct nutrient groove, 
but occasionally it can be observed (Herman et al., 
1993:250). In profile, the lingual face of the root is 
significantly higher on the Californian specimens (AS01, 
Plate 8 J & L) than on extant teeth and the specimens 
found at the base of the Belgian Pliocene, which have a 
more apico-basally compressed root creating a stronger 
protuberance (Table 2). Compared to Yabumoto et al. 
(1997: fig. 4), the small specimen LA01 (Plate 7A-F) 
might represent a first upper tooth. 
The cutting edges on adult teeth of modern 
Megachasma pelagios are very poorly developed, reaching 
about 1/3 to half of the crown length (Yabumoto et al., 
1997:69). Most specimens from Belgium share this 
character (e.g. SP01, Plate 3A-F), although specimen 
LA01 (Plate 7A-F) has an almost complete, distal cutting 
edge. The cutting edges on the Early Miocene Californian 
specimens are about half to 2/3 of the crown length (pers. 
obs.). Unlike the juvenile teeth of modern M. pelagios, 
the ornamentation on adult teeth focuses on the lower part 
of the labial crown face, mainly forming vertical folds. 
This is similar as observed on specimens from the Neogene 
of Belgium, but also some Californian and Chilean teeth 
seem to share this characteristic, generally requiring 10 x 
to 20 x magnification.
In modern Megachasma, the crowns on lower teeth 
are more erect and longer than those on upper teeth 
(Yabumoto et al., 1997; White et al., 2004). The fossil 
specimens from California have the shortest crowns, as 
noted by Compagno (1990). On the contrary, extant teeth 
have tall, elongated crowns, with a narrowed or sometimes 
stretched-out upper part (e.g. Yabumoto et al., 1997: fig. 
3c, fig. 5b-d). The crowns of the Belgian specimens fit 
well between the short crowns of the Californian teeth and 
the elongated more slender crowns of the modern. In all 
megamouth teeth, the crown becomes wider at its base.
The specimen BG01 (Plate 2A-G) is very similar to 
one of the examined Californian specimens (DS01, Plate 
8A-F) and its size is somewhat larger than most other 
Belgian specimens (Table 1). In addition, this particular 
tooth shares a remarkable resemblance with a modern 
lower tooth of an adult male figured in Herman et al. 
(1993: plate 45-48, fig. p). Other teeth (e.g. JJ01, Plate 
4A-F; BD01, Plate 6A-F) are morphologically very close 
to the more typical teeth of the extant species M. pelagios 
as figured in Yabumoto et al. (1997: fig. 3 & 5).
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figure 5. Four specimens collected at the basal Pliocene of Belgium (Doel, Deurganckdok - 2005). Apical (a), labial (b), basal (c), 
lateral (d, f) and lingual (e) views.
figure 6. Four specimens from the Early Miocene of California, Jewett Sand, Temblor Fm., Pyramid Hill Sand Member; apical (a), 
labial (b), basal (c), lateral (d, f) and lingual (e) views.
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4.2.3 Megachasma cf. pelagios - North Carolina (USA) 
and Chile 
Megachasma teeth have been found in the Bahía Inglesa 
Formation (Walsh, 2001: 226), outcropping on the coast 
of north-central Chile (Walsh & Suárez, 2005). 
Megachasma teeth have been found in two of the three 
members of this formation: the Morro Member and 
Bonebed Member (Mario E. Suárez -- pers. comm. 2007), 
which corresponds with a Middle to Late Miocene age for 
the Chilean Megachasma teeth. Walsh & Suárez (2006) 
suggest a possible Tortonian age for the Bonebed Mbr. of 
the Bahía Inglesa Formation. An associated set of 33 
Megachasma teeth has been collected near Copiapó, Chile 
(JA/CH-02-33T, G. Hubbell collection); however, there is 
some uncertainty that all teeth originated from a single 
individual (G. Hubbell -- pers. comm. 2007).
The specimens from Chile (Plate 10A-L) are much 
larger in size (length, width and depth) than the specimens 
from Belgium, California and extant teeth (Table 2). The 
apico-basally compressed root has a strong lingual 
protuberance and a large attachment surface; no distinct 
nutrient groove is present. The root lobes are short and 
barely extended labially. The teeth have a tall, elongated 
crown with a distinct dental band; cusplets appear to be 
absent. These apparently uncommon Chilean teeth are 
well-known from the commercial market. This added 
Megachasma to the Chilean elasmobranch list (Walsh, 
2001), but has also caused much damage to these localities; 
these sites are now protected (Rodrigo A. Otero -- pers. 
comm. 2007).
At the Lee Creek Mine in North Carolina, Megachasma 
teeth have been reported from the Early Pliocene Yorktown 
Formation and, less convincingly, from the Early Miocene 
Pungo River Formation (Purdy et al., 2001). The figured 
Yorktown specimens are considerably different from the 
Belgian examples: they are very large (up to 17 mm in 
length), have a more erect crown, a strongly apico-basally 
compressed root with a strong protuberance, and are 
devoid of cusplets (p.385:20-24, Plate 10M-Q; p.385:15-
25, Plate 10R-V). 
The limited number of reported specimens makes it 
difficult to draw conclusions; however there are important 
similarities with the Chilean teeth: similar size, short, 
barely extended root lobes, the same apico-basally 
compressed root forming a strong protuberance, and the 
lack of cusplets (Table 2). A prominent difference would 
appear to be the more erect crown of the Lee Creek 
specimens; however some Chilean teeth share this feature 
as well. Among the dozens of Chilean teeth studied in 
private collections, some of them also possess the more 
erect crown as observed on the Lee Creek specimens. No 
significant differences could be observed between these 
teeth; in fact, some Chilean teeth are virtually identical to 
the Yorktown specimens (Plate 10M-V; Purdy et al., 2001: 
106) and thus both populations seem to be closely 
related. 
Purdy et al. (2001) noted that, in the Yorktown 
Formation teeth, the cutting edges are usually incomplete, 
but may extend to the base of the crown. The same 
observation is made on the Chilean specimens; the cutting 
edges seem to vary from about a half to 2/3 of the crown 
length, reaching the crown’s base on some specimens 
(e.g. DS05, Plate 10A-F).
4.2.4 Megachasma cf. pelagios - Crete 
Keupp & Bellas (2002: 38) figured a single tooth from the 
Late Miocene (late Tortonian) of Crete, Greece, incorrectly 
identified as a Hexanchus symphyseal (Fig. 7). This 
particular tooth undoubtedly belongs to the genus 
Megachasma and shows strong similarities in size and 
overall morphology with the teeth from Chile and North 
Carolina (Table 2). There is no other known record of 
Megachasma from the Miocene of the Mediterranean 
Basin (Ledoux, 1972; Ward & Bonavia, 2001; Marsili et 
al., 2007).
Paleobiogeography
The Tethyan Seaway, connecting the Mediterranean and 
Indo-pacific sides of the Tethyan Ocean, closed by the end 
of the Burdigalian due to the collision of the African/
Arabian and Iranian/Eurasian plates, although it reopened 
for a short time during Langhian times (Rögl, 1998; 
Reuter et al., 2007). 
The present-day gateway to the Atlantic Ocean, the 
Strait of Gibraltar, finds its origin in the early Pliocene 
(Rögl, 1998; Loget & Van Den Driessche, 2006), but in 
the Miocene, two connections existed between the Atlantic 
and Mediterranean Sea: the Betic and Rifian Corridors 
(Benson et al., 1991; Esteban et al., 1996). The former 
closed largely during Tortonian times (Martin et al., 
2001), the latter closed about 6 Ma, in the mid Messinian 
(Krijgsman et al., 1999). During the subsequent Messinian 
Salinity Crisis (MSC), the Mediterranean Sea evaporated 
into a deep and dry basin (Hsü et al., 1973). 
The Megachasma tooth from Crete indicates a possible 
faunal exchange between the Mediterranean Sea and the 
Atlantic Ocean during the Tortonian (Rögl, 1998). As 
teeth of this type occurred in the western Atlantic (Fig. 8), 
Megachasma probably entered the Mediterranean through 
its western gateways with the Atlantic Ocean, the Betic or 
Rifian Corridor. Perhaps this genus disappeared in the 
Mediterranean after the MSC (or even slightly before) as 
no other record of Megachasma was found in the available 
literature of the Mediterranean region: Pliocene of Spain 
(Mañé et al., 1996), Early Pliocene of southern France 
(Cappetta & Nolf, 1991), Early and Middle Pliocene of 
Italy (Landini, 1977; Cappetta & Cavallo, 2006; Marsili 
& Tabanelli, 2007) and Pleistocene of Sicily, Italy (Marsili, 
2007).
figure 7. Megachasma cf. 
pelagios Taylor, Compagno & 
Struhsaker, 1983; Late 
Miocene (late Tortonian); 
Potamida, Crete, Greece 
(Keupp & Bellas, 2002) 
[Image courtesy of Prof. Dr. 
H. Keupp, Berlin University].
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4.2.5 Possible Cretaceous origin
Based on DNA, Shirai (1996: fig. 4) and Martin et al. 
(2002) speculated about a middle Cretaceous origin for 
the Megachasma lineage. Shimada (2007) seemed to add 
considerable evidence to support this hypothesis by 
describing the oldest known megachasmid-like tooth-
design to date, Megachasma comanchensis, found in a 
middle Cenomanian deposit (Lincoln Limestone Member, 
Greenhorn Formation) in Colorado, USA. This early Late 
Cretaceous species, only represented by four teeth, has a 
hooked crown with weak cutting edges and a massive root 
with a strong lingual protuberance. This tooth-design is 
certainly reminiscent of teeth of modern planktonivorous 
lamniforms such as Megachasma pelagios (Shimada, 
2007:512). However, the absence of cusplets and 
extremely short root lobes are in contradiction with what 
is observed on the Californian teeth or the tendencies in 
the examined group of megachasmids (California, 
Belgium and extant teeth, Table 2). In addition, teeth of 
M. comanchensis share a remarkable resemblance with 
those of the Cretaceous odontaspidid Johnlongia Siverson, 
1996, to which they were previously attributed (Shimada 
et al., 2006). These observations and the time gap of 70 
million years between these Cenomanian teeth and the 
Miocene specimens from California makes this taxonomic 
assignment somewhat suspect. 
5. conclusions 
When comparing the teeth found at the base of the Belgian 
Pliocene to the Early Miocene specimens from California 
and extant specimens, some trends were recognised: the 
crowns are getting taller and more elongated. The cusplets, 
root lobes and nutrient groove become reduced and almost 
disappear. The root becomes more apico-basally 
compressed, producing a larger protuberance and a flat 
attachment surface (Table 2). 
The tooth-design of the Lee Creek specimens appears 
considerably different than that of the Belgian Megachasma 
teeth, but shows strong similarities with the teeth from 
Chile and Florida. The single tooth from Greece, the only 
other European occurrence of this genus, seems more 
closely related to the latter group. These megamouth teeth 
found in Late Miocene to Early Pliocene sediments 
worldwide (Chile, North Carolina, Florida, and Greece) 
appear to be giant versions of modern teeth; apart from 
their size, these teeth are almost identical (Table 2). Many 
shark species attained a larger size during the Late 
Miocene - Early Pliocene interval (e.g. Purdy et al., 2001; 
Adnet & Martin, 2007; Chandler et al., 2006). The Early 
Miocene teeth from California are clearly different from 
the above group (Table 2).
By the limited number of Belgian specimens, mostly 
found ex situ, and the limited knowledge of fossil 
megamouth teeth worldwide, the former are left in open 
nomenclature. 
figure 8. Megachasma - worldwide fossil record.
188 Pieter De SCHUtter
6. acknowledgements 
The author wishes to thank Johan Janssen (Asperen, 
Netherlands) for showing me the first two specimens; Bert 
Gijsen (Berlaar), Ben D’Haeze (Hulste), Steven Piqueur 
(Dendermonde) en Luc Anthonis (Grobbendonk) for 
giving me the opportunity to examine and photograph 
their specimens; Andreas Schenck (Gummersbach, 
Germany) for allowing me to examine his Californian 
Megachasma teeth; Jim Bourdon (Croton-on-Hudson, 
New York), Jean Pierre Biddle (Maintenon, France), 
Fabrice Moreau (CGG, Massy, France) and Kristiaan 
Hoedemakers (Mortsel) for the valuable discussions and 
stimulating exchange of ideas; Rodrigo A. Otero and 
Mario E. Suárez (Museo Paleontológico de Caldera, 
Chile), Gerardo González-Barba (Departamento de 
Geología, U.A.B.C.S., La Paz, B.C.S., México), Gordon 
Hubbell (JAWS International, Gainesville, Florida), 
Spyridon Bellas (Patras University, Greece), Kenshu 
Shimada (DePaul University, Chicago; Sternberg Museum 
of Natural History, Kansas), Guy Van den Eeckhaut (Erpe-
Mere), Gino Marien (Lede), Walter Semay (Erpe-Mere), 
Theo Lambrechts (Hallaar), Lutz Andres (Staufenberg, 
Germany), Leo Dufraing (Beerse), Frederik Mollen 
(Berlaar), Mark Bosselaers (Berchem), Stefano Marsili 
(Pisa University, Italy), Rene van der Vliet (Uden, 
Netherlands) and Frans Frenken (‘s-Heer Arendskerke, 
Netherlands) for their help in various ways and both 
reviewers, Stephen Louwye (Ghent University) and 
Jacques Herman (BGS/IRScNB, Brussels) for their 
helpful comments. I also would like to express my 
gratitude and thanks to Dirk & Maria Hovestadt 
(Terneuzen, Netherlands) for providing material of M. 
pelagios that was made available to them for earlier 
studies by W. White, Commonwealth Scientific and 
Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO), Australia and 
J.A. Seigel, Natural History Museum of Los Angeles 
County (LACM), Los Angeles. A special thanks to Bert 
Gijsen who kindly donated one of his specimens.
7. references
ADNET, S. & MARTIN, R.A., 2007. Increase of body 
size in sixgill sharks with change in diet as a possible 
background of their evolution. Historical Biology 19(4): 
279-289.
BENSON, R.H., RAKIC-EL BIED, K. & BONADUCE, 
G., 1991. An important current reversal (influx) in the
california (usa) BeLgium
chiLe,  nc & fL 
(usa)
greece (crete)  eXTanT
(early miocene) (?e. mio. - ?e. plio) (L. mio./e. plio.) (Late miocene)
Megachasma sp. Megachasma sp.
Megachasma cf. 
pelagios
Megachasma cf. 
pelagios
Megachasma 
pelagios
Short crown Tall crown
Tall and elongated 
crown
Tall and elongated 
crown
Tall and elongated 
crown
Extended root lobes
Not or slightly 
extended root lobes
Short, barely extended 
root lobes
Short, barely extended 
root lobes
Not or slightly 
extended root lobes
Cusplets common and 
well-developed
Cusplets common, 
less developed
Cusplets absent Cusplets absent Cusplets rare
Strong nutrient groove
Nutrient groove less 
important
Distinct nutrient 
groove absent
? (*)
Distinct nutrient 
groove rare
High root, weak 
protuberance
Protuberance getting 
stronger
Root apico-basally 
compressed; (very) 
strong protuberance
Root apico-basally 
compressed; strong 
protuberance
Root apico-basally 
compressed; strong 
protuberance
Cutting edges 1/2 -> 
2/3 of crown length
Cutting edges 1/3 -> 
½ of crown length
Cutting edges half to 
entire crown length 
Cutting edges half to 
entire crown length
Cutting edges 1/3 -> 
½ of crown length
Crown slightly 
lingually inclined 
Crown strongly 
lingually inclined 
Crown slightly to 
strongly lingually 
inclined 
Crown lingually 
inclined
Crown strongly 
lingually inclined
Small teeth Small teeth
Large teeth (up to 
20mm)
Large tooth (15mm)
Small teeth
(generally less than 
10mm)
(generally less than 
10mm)
(generally less than 
10mm)
Table 2. Megachasma - overview.
(*) No other views of this single Greek tooth, located in the collections of the Berlin University, could be obtained, despite various 
efforts.
tHe PreSenCe of MegachasMa in tHe neogene of BelgiUm 189
Rifian Corridor (Morocco) at the Tortonian-Messinian 
boundary: the end of Tethys Ocean. Paleoceanography 
6(1): 165-192.
BOSSELAERS, M., HERMAN, J., HOEDEMAKERS, 
K., LAMBERT, O., MARQUET, R. WOUTERS, K. 2004. 
Geology and palaeontology of a temporary exposure of 
the late Miocene Deurne Sand Member in Antwerpen (N. 
Belgium). Geologica Belgica 7(1-2): 27-39.
CAPPETTA, H., 1987. Chondrichthyes II: Mesozoic and 
Cenozoic Elasmobranchii. Handbook of Paleoichthyology, 
3B. Gustav Fischer Verlag, Stuttgart and New York, 193 
pp.
CAPPETTA, H., 2006. Elasmobranchii Post-Triadici 
(index specierum et generum). In: Riegraf, W. (ed.) 
Fossilium Catalogus I: Animalia pars 142. Leiden, 
Backhuys Publish, 472 pp.
CAPPETTA H. & CAVALLO O., 2006. Les sélaciens du 
Pliocène de la région d’Alba (Piémont, Italie Nord-Ouest). 
Rivista Piemontese di Storia Naturale 27: 33-76.
CAPPETTA, H. & NOLF, D., 1991. Les sélaciens du 
Pliocène inférieur de Le-Puget-sur-Argens (Sud-Est de la 
France). Palaeontographica Abt. A 218: 49-67.
CHANDLER, R. E., CHISWELL, K.E. & FAULKNER, 
G.D., 2006. Quantifying a possible Miocene phyletic 
change in Hemipristis (Chondrichthyes) teeth. 
Palaeontologia Electronica 9(1), 14 pp.
COMPAGNO, L.J.V., 1984. FAO Species Catalogue, 
volume 4, part 1, Sharks of the world: an annotated and 
illustrated catalogue of shark species known to date. 
United Nations Development Program.
COMPAGNO, L. J. V., 1990. Relationships of the 
megamouth shark, Megachasma pelagios (Lamniformes, 
Megachasmidae) with comments on its feeding habits. In: 
Pratt, H. L., Gruber, S. H., and Taniuchi, T. (eds), 
Elasmobranchs as living resources: Advances in the 
biology, ecology, systematics, and the status of the 
fisheries: Proceedings of the Second United States-Japan 
Workshop, East-West Center, Honolulu, Hawaii, 9-14 
December 1987. NOAA Technical Report NMFS, 90: 357-
379. 
COMPAGNO, L.J.V., 2001. Sharks of the world: an 
annotated and illustrated catalogue of shark species known 
to date. Volume 2. Bullhead, mackerel and carpet sharks 
(Heterodontiformes, Lamniformes and Orectolobiformes). 
FAO Species Catalogue for Fishery Purposes, 1(2): 
1-269.
DE CEUSTER, J., 1987. A little known odontaspid shark 
from the Antwerp Sands Member (Miocene, Hemmoorian) 
and some stratigraphical remarks on the shark-teeth of the 
Berchem Formation (Miocene, Hemmoorian) at Antwerp 
(Belgium). Mededelingen van de Werkgroep voor Tertiaire 
en Kwartiaire Geologie 24(3): 231-246.
DE HEINZELIN, J., 1955. Considérations nouvelles sur 
le Néogène de l’Ouest de l’Europe. Bulletin de la Société 
belge de Géologie, 64: 463-476.
DE MEUTER, F. & LAGA, P., 1976. Lithostratigraphy 
and biostratigraphy based on benthonic foraminifera of 
the Neogene deposits of northern Belgium. Bulletin de la 
Société Belge de Géologie, 85(4): 133-152.
DE SCHEPPER, S., HEAD, M. & LOUWYE, S., 2004. 
New dinoflagellate cyst and incertae sedis taxa from the 
Pliocene of northern Belgium, southern North Sea Basin. 
Journal of Paleontology, 78(4): 625-644.
ESTEBAN, M., BRAGA, J.C., MARTÍN, J.-M. & DE 
SANTISTEBAN, C., 1996. Western Mediterranean reef 
complexes. In: Franseen, E.K., Esteban, M., Ward, W.C. 
and Rouchy, J.-M. (eds), Models for Carbonate 
Stratigraphy from Miocene Reef Complexes of 
Mediterranean Regions 5: 55-72. SEPM Concepts in 
Sedimentology and Paleontology, Tulsa.
GONZÁLEZ-BARBA, G. & THIES, D., 2000. 
Asociaciones faunisticas de condrictios en el Cenozoico 
de la Peninsula de Baja California, Mexico. XVII Simposio 
sobre la Geología de Latinoamérica - Resúmenes 
extendidos. Profil, 18: 1-4.
GUNNERUS, J. E., 1765. Brugden (Squalus maximus), 
Beskrvenen ved J.E. Gunnerus. Det Trondhiemske 
Selskabs Skerifter 3: 33-49.
HERMAN, J., 1979. Réflexions sur la systématique des 
Galeoidei et sur les affinités du genre Cetorhinus à 
l’occasion de la découverte d’éléments de la denture d’un 
exemplaire fossile dans les sables du Kattendijk à Kallo 
(Pliocène Inférieur, Belgique). Annales de la Société 
Géologique de Belgique, 102: 357-377. 
HERMAN, J. & MARQUET, R., 2007. Le Miocène du 
Deurganckdok à Doel, Memoir of the Geological Survey 
of Belgium, 54, Royal Belgian Institute of Natural 
Sciences, Brussels, 149 pp.
HERMAN, J, CROCHARD, M. & GIRARDOT, M., 
1974. Quelques restes de sélaciens récoltés dans les sables 
du Kattendijk à Kallo. I. Selachii – Euselachii. Bulletin de 
la Société Belge de Géologie, 83: 15-31. 
HERMAN, J., HOVESTADT-EULER, M. & 
HOVESTADT, D.C., 1993. Contributions to the study of 
the comparative morphology of teeth and other relevant 
ichthyodorulites in living supraspecific taxa of 
Chondrichthyan fishes. In: Stehmann, M. (ed.), Part A: 
Selachii, No. 1b: Order: Hexanchiformes – Family: 
Chlamydoselachidae; No.5: Order: Heterodontiformes – 
Family: Heterodontidae; No.6: Order: Lamniformes – 
Families: Cetorhinidae, Megachasmidae; Addendum 1 to 
No.3: Order Squaliformes; Addendum 1 to No.4: Order: 
Orectolobiformes; Bulletin van het Koninklijk Belgisch 
Instituut voor Natuurwetenschappen, Biologie, 63: 185-
256.
HSÜ, K.J., RYAN, W.B.F. & CITA M.B., 1973. Late 
Miocene desiccation of the Mediterranean. Nature 242: 
240-244.
KEUPP, H. & BELLAS, S., 2002. Miozän-Fossilien aus 
NW-Kreta III Die Beckenfazies, Fossilien, 19(1): 34-40.
190 Pieter De SCHUtter
KRIJGSMAN, W., HILGEN, F.J., RAFFI, I., SIERRO, 
F.J. & WILSON, D.S., 1999. Chronology, causes and 
progression of the Messinian salinity crisis. Nature 400: 
652-655.
LAGA, P., LOUWYE, S. & GEETS, S., 2001. Paleogene 
and Neogene lithostratigraphic units (Belgium). In: 
Bultynck & Dejonghe (eds), Guide to a revised 
lithostratigraphic scale of Belgium, Geologica Belgica, 
4(1-2): 135-152. 
LANDINI, W., 1977. Revisione degli “Ittiodontoliti 
pliocenici”della collezione Lawley. Palaeontografia 
Italica 70: 92-134.
LEDOUX J.-C., 1972. Les Squalidae (Euselachii) 
miocènes des environs d’Avignon (Vaucluse). Documents 
des Laboratoires de Géologie de la Faculté des Sciences 
de Lyon 52: 133-175.
LE HON, H., 1871. Préliminaires d’un mémoire sur les 
Poissons Tertiaires de Belgique. Brussels. 15 pp.
LERICHE, M., 1908. Sur un appareil fanonculaire de 
Cetorhinus trouvé à l’état fossile dans le Pliocène 
d’Anvers. Comptes rendus hebdomaires des séances de 
l’Académie des Sciences de Paris. 146: 875-878.
LERICHE, M., 1921. Sur les restes de Poissons remaniés 
dans le Néogène de la Belgique. - Leur signification au 
point de vue de l’histoire géologique de la Belgique 
pendant le Tertiaire supérieur. Bulletin de la Société Belge 
de Géologie, de Paléontologie et d’Hydrologie, Tome 30: 
115-120.
LERICHE, M., 1926. Les Poissons tertiaires de la 
Belgique. (IV. Les Poissons Néogènes). Mémoires du 
Musée Royal d’Histoire Naturelle de Belgique, 32: 365-
472.
LOGET, N. & VAN DEN DRIESSCHE, J., 2006. On the 
origin of the Strait of Gibraltar. Sedimentary Geology 
188-189: 341-356.
LOUWYE, S., 2002. Dinoflagellate cyst biostratigraphy 
of the Upper Miocene Deurne Sands (Diest Formation) of 
northern Belgium, southern North Sea Basin. Geological 
Journal, 37(1): 55-67.
LOUWYE, S., DE CONINCK, J. & VERNIERS, J., 2000. 
Shallow marine Lower and Middle Miocene deposits at 
the southern margin of the North Sea Basin (northern 
Belgium): dinoflagellate cyst biostratigraphy and 
depositional history. Geological Magazine, 137(4): 381-
394.
LOUWYE, S., HEAD, M. & DE SCHEPPER, S., 2004. 
Dinoflagellate cyst stratigraphy and palaeoecology of the 
Pliocene in northern Belgium, southern North Sea Basin. 
Geological Magazine, 141(3): 353-378.
LOUWYE, S. & LAGA, P., 2007. Dinoflagellate cyst 
stratigraphy and palaeoenvironment of the marginal 
marine Middle and Upper Miocene of the eastern Campine 
area, northern Belgium (southern North Sea Basin). 
Geological Journal, 43: 75-94.
MAÑÉ, R., MAGRANS, J. & FERRER, E., 1996. 
Ictiologia fòssil del Pliocè del Baix Llobregat. II. Selacis 
pleurotremats. Batalleria 6: 19-33
MARQUET, R., 2004. Ecology and evolution of Pliocene 
bivalves from the Antwerp Basin. Bulletin van het 
Koninklijk Belgisch Instituut voor Natuurwetenschappen, 
Aardwetenschappen, 74-supplement: 205-212.
MARSILI, S., 2007. A new bathyal shark fauna from the 
Pleistocene sediments of Fiumefreddo (Sicily, Italy). 
Geodiversitas 29(2): 229-247.
MARSILI, S., CARNEVALE, G., DANESE, E., 
BIANUCCI, G. & LANDINI, W., 2007. Early Miocene 
vertebrates from Montagna della Maiella, Italy. Annales 
de Paléontologie 93: 27-66.
MARSILI, S. & TABANELLI, C., 2007. Bathyal sharks 
from the middle Pliocene of the Romagna Apennines 
(Italy). Neues Jahrbuch für Geologie und Paläontologie, 
Abhandlungen 244(2): 247-255.
MARTIN, A., PARDINI, A., NOBLE, L. & JONES, C., 
2002. Conservation of a dinucleotide simple sequence 
repeat locus in sharks. Molecular Phylogenetics and 
Evolution, 23: 205-213.
MARTÍN, J.M., BRAGA, J.C. & BETZLER, C., 2001. 
The Messinian Guadalhorce corridor: the last northern, 
Atlantic-Mediterranean gateway. Terra Nova 13: 418-
424.
NOLF, D., 1988. Fossielen van België. Haaie- en 
roggetanden uit het Tertiair van België. Koninklijk 
Belgisch Instituut voor Natuurwetenschappen, Brussel. 
180 pp., 59 pl.
PARCO, B.A., 2007. Hurt Megamouth Shark found near 
Cebu shore. Cebu Daily News May 30, 2007.
PHILLIPS, F.J., WELTON, B.J. & WELTON, J., 1976. 
Paleontologic studies of the middle Tertiary Skooner 
Gulch and Gallaway Formations at Point Arena, California. 
In: Fritsche, A.E., Ter Best, H. Jr. and Wornardt, W.W. 
(eds.), The Neogene symposium: Pacific Section, Society 
of Economic Paleontologists and Mineralogists, p. 137-
154.
PURDY, R., SCHNEIDER, V., APPELGATE, S., 
MCLELLAN, J., MEYER, R. & SLAUGHTER, R., 2001. 
The Neogene Sharks, Rays, and Bony Fishes from Lee 
Creek Mine, Aurora, North Carolina, III. In: Ray, C.E. 
and Bohaska, D.J. (eds), Geology and Paleontology of the 
Lee Creek Mine, North Carolina, Smithsonian 
Contributions to Paleobiology, 90. Smithsonian Institution 
Press, Washington D.C., p. 71-202.
REINECKE, T. & HOEDEMAKERS, K., 2006. 
Physogaleus hemmooriensis (Carcharhinidae, 
Elasmobranchii) a new shark species from the early to 
middle Miocene of the North Sea Basin. Palaeovertebrata, 
Montpellier, 34(1-2), 25 pp.
REUTER, M., PILLER, W.E., HARZHAUSER, M., 
MANDIC, O., BERNING, B., RÖGL, F., KROH, A., 
AUBRY, M.-P., WIELANDT-SCHUSTER, U. & 
HAMEDANI, A., 2007. The Oligo-/Miocene Qom 
Formation (Iran): evidence for an early Burdigalian 
restriction of the Tethyan Seaway and closure of its Iranian 
gateways. International Journal of Earth Science. DOI : 
10.1007/s00532-007-0269-9
tHe PreSenCe of MegachasMa in tHe neogene of BelgiUm 191
RÖGL, F., 1998. Paleogeographic considerations for 
Mediterranean and Paratethys seaways (Oligocene and 
Miocene). Annales Naturhistorisches Museum Wien, 99 
A: 279-310.
SHIMADA, K., 2007. Mesozoic origin for megamouth 
shark (Lamniformes: Megachasmidae). Journal of 
Vertebrate Paleontology, 27(2): 512-516.
SHIMADA, K., SCHUMACHER, B. A. , PARKIN, J. A. 
& PALERMO, J. M., 2006. Fossil marine vertebrates 
from the lowermost Greenhorn Limestone (Upper 
Cretaceous: middle Cenomanian) in southeastern 
Colorado. Journal of Paleontology, memoir 63, 45 pp.
SHIRAI, S., 1996. Phylogenetic interrelationships of 
Neoselachians (Chondrichthyes: Euselachii). In: Stiassny, 
M., Parenti, L. and Johnson, G. (eds), Interrelationships 
of fishes, Academic Press, New York, p. 9-34.
SIVERSON, M., 1996. Lamniform sharks of the mid 
Cretaceous Alinga Formation and Beedagong Claystone, 
Western Australia. Palaeontology, 39(4): 813-849.
TAYLOR, L. R., COMPAGNO, L. J. V., & STRUHSAKER, 
P. J., 1983. Megamouth - a new species, genus, and family 
of lamnoid shark (Megachasma pelagios, family 
Megachasmidae) from the Hawaiian Islands. Proceedings 
of the California Academy of Sciences, 43(8): 87-110.
VANDENBERGHE, N., LAGA, P., STEURBAUT, E., 
HARDENBOL, J. & VAIL, P.R., 1998. Tertiary Sequence 
Stratigraphy at the Southern Border of the North Sea 
Basin in Belgium. In: de Graciansky, P.C., Hardenbol, J., 
Jacquin, Th. and Vail, P.R. (eds), Mesozoic and Cenozoic 
Sequence Stratigraphy of European Basins. SEPM Special 
Publication, 60: 119-154.
VAN VLIET-LANOË, B., VANDENBERGHE, N., 
LAURENT, M., LAIGNEL, B., LAURIAT-RAGE, A., 
LOUWYE, S., MANSY, J.-L., MERCIER, D., 
HALLÉGOUËT, B., LAGA, P., LAQUEMENT, F., 
MEILLIEZ, F., MICHEL, Y., MOGUEDET, G. AND 
VIDIER, J.-P. 2002. Palaeogeographic evolution of 
northwestern Europe during the Upper Cenozoic, in 
Néraudeau D. & Goubert E. (eds), l’Événement messinien: 
approches paléobiologiques et paléoécologiques. 
Geodiversitas 24(3): 511-541.
WALSH, S., 2001. The Bahía Inglesa Formation Bonebed: 
Genesis and Palaeontology of a Neogene Konzentrat 
Lagerstätte from north-central Chile. Postgraduate Thesis, 
University of Portsmouth, 440 pp.
WALSH, S. & SUÁREZ, M., 2005. First post-Mesozoic 
record of Crocodyliformes from Chile. Acta 
Palaeontologica Polonica, 50(3): 595-600.
WALSH, S. & SUÁREZ, M., 2006. New penguin remains 
from the Pliocene of Northern Chile. Historical Biology, 
18(2): 115-126.
WARD, D.J. & BONAVIA, C.G., 2001. Additions to, and 
a review of, the Miocene Shark and Ray fauna of Malta. 
The Central Mediterranean Naturalist 3(3): 131-146.
WHITE, W.T., FAHMI, M.A. & SUMADHIHARGA, K., 
2004. A juvenile megamouth shark Megachasma pelagios 
(Lamniformes: Megachasmidae) from Northern Sumatra, 
Indonesia. The Raffles Bulletin of Zoology, 52(2): 603-
607.
YABUMOTO, Y., GOTO, M., YANO, K., & UYENO, T., 
1997. Dentition of a female megamouth, Megachasma 
pelagios, collected from Hakata Bay, Japan. In: Yano, K., 
Morrissey, J. F., Yabumoto, Y., and Nakaya, K. (eds), 
Biology of the Megamouth Shark. Tokai University Press, 
Japan, p. 63-75.
Manuscript received 18.08.2008, accepted in revised 
form 28.11.2008, available on line 01.03.2009
plate 1. (A-F) - IRScNB P.8263 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium. 
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F) and basal (E) views.
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plate 2. (A-G) - BG01 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F), basal (E) and apico-labial (G) views.
plate 3. (A-F) - SP01 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F) and basal (E) views.
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plate 4. (A-F) - JJ01 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F) and basal (E) views.
plate 5. (A-E) - JJ02 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D) and basal (E) views.
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plate 6. (A-F) - BD01 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F) and basal (E) views.
plate 7. (A-F) - LA01 - Megachasma sp.; basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F) and basal (E) views.
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plate 8. (A-F) DS01 & (G-L) AS01 - Megachasma sp.; Temblor Formation (Early Miocene), Kern Co.,California, USA.
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F), basal (E), lingual (G), labial (H), apical (I), lateral (J, L) and basal (K) views.
plate 9. (A-F) AS02 & (G-L) AS03 - Megachasma sp.; Temblor Formation (Early Miocene), Kern Co., California, USA
Lingual (A), labial (B), apical (C), lateral (D, F), basal (E), Lingual (G), labial (H), apical (I), lateral (J, L) and basal (K) views.
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plate 10. (A-F) DS05 & (G-L) DS06 - Megachasma cf. pelagios Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 1983; Bahía Inglesa Formation 
(Middle or Late Miocene), Chile. 
Lingual (A), labial (B), basal (C), lateral (D, F), apical (E), lingual (G), labial (H), apical (I), lateral (J, L) and basal (K) views. 
plate 10. (M-Q) p.385:20-24 & (R-V) p.385:15-25 - Megachasma cf. pelagios Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 1983; Yorktown 
Formation (Early Pliocene), Lee Creek, Beaufort Co., NC, USA; Gary Grimsley collection (image courtesy of Jim Bourdon).
Lingual (M), labial (N), basal (O), apical (P), lateral (Q), labial (R), basal (S), lingual (T), apical (U) and lateral (V) views.
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plate 11. (A-D; E-H; I-L) - MZB12906.LLIPI.1-2-3 - Megachasma pelagios Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 1983; Megamouth #21 
- Pulau Weh, Indonesia
Lingual (A), labial (B), lateral (C, D), lingual (E), labial (F), lateral (G, H), lingual (I), labial (J) and lateral (K, L) views.
plate 11. (M-R) - LACM43745-1 - Megachasma pelagios Taylor, Compagno & Struhsaker, 1983; Megamouth #2 - California, USA
Lingual (M), labial (N), lateral (O, P), apical (Q) and basal (R) views.
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plate 12. (A-E) - TL01 - Cetorhinus cf. parvus (Leriche, 1908d); basal Kattendijk Formation (Early Pliocene), Belgium; Theo 
Lambrechts collection.
Lingual (A), labial (B), lateral (C, D) and basal (E) views.
plate 12. (F-J) - LD01 - Cetorhinus cf. parvus (Leriche, 1908d); Antwerp Sand Mbr. (Middle Miocene), Belgium; Leo Dufraing 
collection.
Lingual (F), labial (G), apical (H), lateral (I) and basal (J) views.
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